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JANUAMT. 1B±7 


f HE OEOSS OF CHEIST AS THE MOEAX FEIirCIIlXl 

OF SOCIETY 


At some risk of being miisnndewtood I will ?®ii.tmre to . say 
tliat the chief of tie wider needs in cnrmit religion .is tie mmsM- 
zation of the iclei. of God tirongh His Kingdom?^ its'teanslition 
to experience, and to the central experience~--“that of the .eonseienoe. 
It is the standing nee<l,’indee<3, of ^an atonement—to do Jmstid© to 
the holiness of God .in the central hnman situation. This k the 
chief interest of tlm New Testament And it is tlm elemont in mj 
roligion that fits it...for such a moral crisis as history has reaeht4. 

We all feel The, iinpoteitee hf the Christian Camreh in the 
national and European situation into which we have eoine. And 
the remtriss mad© on it are various—in the iniap of their makers. 

Ip .. ,.l . . Oji.I.,..,* 




























liililll 


Mefmdist Rmiew 


Buuiy 

■iTIKlt 

fo? Ill 
himia 

t 

i,i lie 


to 

kin^om. But botli sides of that eolliBion a« tnovui 
S.™ aU else, wliatcvov tel.i.m they take iu eueU usee; tho.r adj, rt- 
LI teefee, is au ethical one. Bo iu it is rele^d to th. 
chie^intemrt of the State. But is it relevant to wluit lias w-come 
the chief interest of the Church, whether as its pe-ty or tta rs<'.«- 
mLr* Has the mystfcism there retained on either sole a .nora! 
oenins’in eommaud! H»s it risen from Udng a mystiosm nt the 
hna^ination to 1* the mTstieism of the eonseimee, and of the con- 
LT™ the worliUcalo. the scale of the E.ermd, ot lh.e moral 
ASLl^in a word, of the holy i U handl,* the ..»lv. m;es it 
realUe it? There are those who think that ui tins uitn.uon t ic 
Church has runeh failed. It has lost the ethical note m the mya i- 
cism either of the .saerameutulist;. the rationalists, or the pietists. 
Kevelation with its authority lues fallen from being moral redem^ 
tiou to te hut a de,«sit of sacred truth. Whereas at its eeu ei, d o 

Cross of Christ, wo have neither an iusiniction nor a ceremony - 

snlilimated moral actiou-.-tl.c supreme moral 

» « * ■ ■ ^IThI till:* cri-UtlilXIt' Ox tlli-' 

of tbe ol ilfriiu} . an in , . , t 

moral tealm, the kingdom of fiod. < 1 speak "‘I'*''' 

more of notes than of propriims, or even doctrines, tm m a.,tu„ 

on tlio collective pidili.' h is the note Ihat tells most, am n os 

determines iuBnence. t That ..me of tlie Cross-etliical, hoi , ato, - 

ing and redeeming- the rlmrch must rwover as lls grand oo.u- 

lis ...vsiieism must be moralised at its sm.ree, and m tho 

■' , . .. iiw-i fitliif 'il tttnp! whif*h btafcs 

scale of its sourco. ,t ,1 is lo regain ti.e e h« .1 - . 

.1 Tbit kto ^ uHk.i 

S::L;rea,.nm,,s,..io,,,r rather of griilil.hio is. .m .. 

the bn, . o . . • . e problem of the ee..se„.„.-e, ■ 

tbi-s. AU„in,-s.ibnK„.«l.m.o,.., .... ' - - 

Thl. is • rii-." SH,- .ase which the vrimrs -t .nos wnrlii .wiow 

„„i ..ml ku.-w ibc h's 'll. mo« fl"«“ .. ^ * 

tioiValmm .he h.imae nr..h!en,. Hid they i.i-.v d.ey no, 

treat life as if ..-./.ee -re tme,^ to ; ■ 

tlua i tfi.a ox iv t.i-r. mm otr a .ut k .u ^ ^ 

"• ' ■ 11- -ns- *hnt the flf^eavitis: ijuoiit-! iiiipOotfiititf «f 

'caaf vearara w wan- h-^ 


iitiiillll 

Godtha 

i|||||||;| 

tieally 

speak 
publiis i 
the gre 
of the I 

I 

af tljiS": 
{>atc ho 
hminei; 
sutd lo(' 
they aJ 
it did, 
faults i 
when i 
iiigwpti 
tinith i 
tho pi 
who \\ 


thi* «.'htirf;h v*fin«n.'k'A i lu &ay the Iohm 























the great prophetic ta 
of the kingdom of (ioc: 

I venture to spe 

of this CfroBS wliich crowned the person of Christ 
cate l:iow the very structure and course of society ctrrieSj, 
hurries, us into the theology 


.t judge tlw world, 
the nature of fiocioty 
I would iiidi” 
even 

of the Cross as the one eternal crisis 
rs that make soeie-f^l^ possible. There 
1 lieiui. iucieed, that theologjy as the first thing 
tin? (’.'hurch a new society, which is, 'with all its 
tlie fincBt product of history—not to say the final 
a. The C’ross, which is central to Christiaoity, is 


:: 18 the power e 
would explain 


many 


tnority 


«;a-trrme,w0 taKv c- 

w 

kingdom of fs-C 




















J.118 not only fats© b 
CT© are calior interestgj ati 
claim emitroh tliev 


'riilJt)!] 


the power ol 


wlioJe 


the gening, 


I'ely natiotjalj is an ego 
iJe that its verv ethjo 


./iitirco I js ij iisxhet'f b'f if 
choice, if it. j 8 not 
os-sc-Dce and gronnd is a 
B good and not on m-hat I 


a mere coalition at 


.real! tv 




























4 !/' Moral 


li is ii'it - , ':!--;ir*|>rovem#*iit 

of iji iutc-rchi*,, Bui. i> 

social H;tJcess\tka irntriusic to: a moial or 

analysis of its plicaomena by any psyciiOMry ■■■ ■ i . . 

which ttfeei ftcconnt of all the facta arrives at kat at aoiticlhiii| 
beyond analysii* which forms the ponnd of thege -uouH-iia 


irouMii. 


inmoit iiatore ii not a unit b 
substance is Botchocl into it 
gmw into a row, mdtli proj© 
The influence of society on 
a sense ereatim It makes I 
that h© is not a. inan if he is i 


>iaent to a personair 
into the kingdom oi 


noiifif in waose name tie Biionlci 
it. But if he claim any rights 
s-', riffhts which society can only 


.nsl ,t promp 
where 1 bar 


'i i- 



















3 / liv.vlni 


(irjy the 
rsc natiois. 


nunibc-TS. mnst v/orK. v.'ith. 

osprc?si''!i, ' " ■*■ iMi’-* pf' 

: ^ - -. ■ - • Jl ^ 

whicli work& witli tlieiu ii ftndamentally 
leets a iocial, nmmlv wiicraa e4iicatkni 3 
WKepf? are these sources I Are tliev with. 


tM tMC «iS Vi. iii-V 


nation, and owning 


creativo 


1 fatal ethic. Where, then, shall the iiidifiAial I 

cai 

a 1 












































;j;et,out by 
11 are ia 
as, :nior© of a preceas 
from beiiieiitli than an 


take their rise, and that here, is <mr deepest or; 
tioa with the nttarc! of things;’ Sun-ly we 
the cellars. Surely the determinaot> ot our 
the open than that, else there is, makiu|. 
than a ehoiee, and. more of a pressiue 

intelligenee from above. It cioinot be ^ .» ,i 

twer is most divine in man arc in tlic snheonseious rate than 
bi rhe eonsoions region of moral vhi<.n M deeismii. ,hor he 
creation of moral iMOxotaHly wo need sinething iuore|jhau he 
.nlH>onselons fhin and grogar-MCiH inlhien/e o| our natmiu Ih^a is 
not pointed enough, noi personal nor moral em'mgh and on the 
other luuuJ nol larger euouixh for the raee It is not .nbfle emmgg 
for hv Itself it cTavimie. to material loree; and, it is nnt ntdo 
enoimh, hn itumds m uaiimml egoism. To e^-ape nwre monmaiism 
we 'imi have «onu‘ inemmuimi id’ luummitv tn.t is dmi pob- 
U m. it mankim! is hut a heap of aaim, l\or is it u we 

rean-ird luiuiamiy i .ehh thrniK.’; as but the eih-elm.i loo ut an idea, 
si ■* . ( K., '.bes (*o>ne Lemi m-r-x us vtmp au a 


xmiia: 


nxsfiU’if 


•)1 iimi tel -.Ue 
Uliglitie^x! sO ,r 
c all thing' m. 




o 1^=f^=' 




















ship ’ instea- 
soul ij3s*t<n!' 
the more \ 


intfinaio vai'ue 


11 idealism. 


The coiianon. will,, the moral core, the ipwjwa.1 
receives Ib liiin sBch a condensed expression aii' 


of it 

























many doubt, -a WiO . i-l bis spell iu be supreme for 

eau he b« but the first oi the dead ? He b a livinK Christ ai.d a 
livbir 

But wo jmiB'. tmiiicr btiii. If 
of mauhiud, b’. the eeuter of Cio 

sotfaiity have its full tod'filial power 
tihat. if it is ia law 'prstrix it is in tl 


H'iH 


ith his Father^ lorn It was not a struggle 


even with a gospel, ^ i 
iG'r with doine soinei 


tv we have wi 


especia. 


jivd liiiii than the ettctrt he was having, oi ivas 
vu> eoBseience and heart. He was certainly 
l;ls own sotil’a adventures, Ivis cwu apiritiiaJ 
-'Ogrossed, with the coiiscbiice oi Cod ane 
liat as the Son at once oi roan and Cod. Hew 
Titfflrnation—-the colliBioii oi the Sou of laii 




















f aoeiety is no mer© contfactiiil pfodact, 
ut, if it is, in its eBienee, an orginisra 


no m 6 a*e 


moi*© 01' 
moral sec 


classic and 


society 














.W6 oiid 'tl 


spiritual. Ii is iioteleirieiital ’:)ti 

of the rti tiif uuin'rsal a:;;* . 

Holy, The iiwrality is our relation, to 
absoliittij, to iiiiiiiite Lote, .It is our rt;.li.gioi:i, 
Itwiiig Ihm^' AjmI tlie folipous-moral relat' 


r cri: aocietj’, 
ill wliioli itto: 


caice 

















ftorality is : 


(Ihrial’ » eiieririfeS’— 


scale too CTcnt. 



















or unstable. Kiurhtotmsncss, holiupgs, tho kingdom, i 
eocialform of *0Te. Wo cantidt love all men in the afFw»+ 
which !*''■• t i,; tmr own ■■ ' 

five-oeiiae of righteousness to all. That is the more pnlil 
form ol Iov% Wo eimnol love all men with nil o'ar 1: 
alone can do that. But iro can go Jove the 
to love them with cinr conaeienee, to behave to otiiera as 
them—-whicli is Clod ive do. If the love of 
ns lovers of our kind in a repentance (however resiso 


Cro8.s of a 


m saerHieinlj iiolv, andj bj holiness. 
OSS of Christ taken at its true moral v 
:a.te at last, as it wis the fonndation c 
'ijpe of religion equal to the part we 
wTorlclj com plea* and tragic! 




















